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DISCOURSE. 



II TIMOTHY, III, 8, 9. 

"now ASJAKNKS and JAMBRKS withstood MOSICS, so do THKSE also nKSIST THK 
TUUTII ; MEN- OK COUUUI'T MIXJ)S KKlMlOr.ATK (JONCKltNM NG THE FAITH. 

"lUn'THKV SliALL I'KOCKKI) NO I-URTIIKU: KOll TIlKIll FOLLY SHALL V,Y. MANIKKSTUNTO 
ALL mC7l, AS TIHOIHS ALSO WAS." 

A CERTAIN class of persoiis in this coinminiitv liave long pro- 
fessed a very violent olrjcctioii to any preaching ^vl!icll miglit 
be capable of an application to any political rpiestion, and, 
above all, to any preaching abont slavery, that sul)ject being 
preeniinently political. '.But the objection seems to be given, 
np at last by those wbo liave been inost zealous in jiuiintainiiig 
it. Tlieir love for what they cah "the simple\gospel," lias 
yiekled nnder the pressure of a great exigency; and by their 
arrangement an nh.ra-Calvinist preacher, a " trne blue J.h'esby- 
terian" of the narrowest and most I'igoi'ous scliool of ortho- 
doxy, has li ad the opportunity of preaching to the public of 
'New Haven, throngii a political, newspaper, a most political 
sermon, which he had at first pi-eached from a pnlpit elsewhere 
to a Sabbath congregation, on that most political of all subjects 
— slavery. And not only so, but tliat most 'political sermon, 
on a most political subject, printed in a political newspaper 
heretofore most abhorrent of political preaching, Avas editori- 
ally counnended to the public as an excellent piece of religions 
reading for the Sabballi day. Sni'cly religion and politics are 
not quite so far apart in these days, as they were once thouglit 
to he. Wo are natnrallv reminded of what Tharaoh did when 
he was disconcerted with tlie signs of divine authority which 
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Moses oxliibited lie called tlio wise men and tlic sorcerers," 
and "tliey also did in like manner with their oiicliantnients." 

I may ])rocecd, then, withont apolo<j:y, to the task Avin'ch I 
have nndertaken for this cvenino;. The sermon referred to has 
l)een larj2;ely circvdated here and elsewhere, for political ])iu-- 
poses. Those wlio have done this, have cither heeii blinded to 
the demoralizing' and infidel tendency of the sermon, or have 
been guiltily indiflereiit to the mischief Avhich may come from 
sncli attempts to make men believe that the Bible is the war- 
rant, and (hxl tlie patron of American slavery. It has been 
repoj'ted to me that the minds of some young men especially, 
have been shaken in their moral principles by the reading of 
that sermon, and I liave been recpiested to point out its falla- 
cies, and to show wluit tlie truth is. Tliose who have taken 
pains to circulate that sermon In this comnmnity, and to com- 
mend it as ap}n-o])riatc to the Sahl^ath, may very iiaturally he 
displeased with the refutation of it : but they will luirdly be 
l)razen enough to cry out against political preaching. 

Tfie pertinence of our text to the occasion has already been 
hinted at, and Avili be illustrated in the progress of this dis- 
course. Moses, as "we all know, Avas an abolitionist — not in the 
perverted and abusive sense of that Avord, h\it in its tYue and 
honoral)lo meanin<v. lie had undertaken, to demand^and to 
achieve the freedom of six hundi-ed thousand slaves. The Israel- 
ites in klirvpt were held in slavery as the l)ondmen of Pharaoh 
by a tenure as legitimate as that by Avhich the slaves in the 
United States are held to~dav. Thev Averc of a forei2:n race, 
odious to the Egyptians. l\y the statesmanship of tluit nge, 
their liberty Avas pronounced to l)e inconsistent with the public 
safety, [Ex. i, 10,] and therefore they Averc enslaved. And luid 
th.c lCgy]~)tians needed any supplementary arguments to justify 
the slavery of the Hebrews — such as the yiolitical sciolists and 
tlie Southern and South-side tlieologians of onr coimtry offer 
\n their apologies for the sliivery of tlie Africo-Americans — they 
might have had them. j)o we talk of the antipathy of races? 
It Avas as great in Egypt as it is in these States. There, it was 
the irn]*erial, conquering race of Ham — the leaders of the 
world's civilization — the builders of the pyrann'ds and of those 
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temples and. iiionuincnts, wliicli, after the lapse of ''*foi"ty cen- 
turies,'^ are even in tlieir ruins the marvel of tlie Avorkl — a race 
glorious ill arts and arms, in Avisdom and iu Avealth — against 
the semi-ciA^ilizcd nomadic race of Sliem ; just as here it is said 
to be the Auglo-Saxon race of claphet against the race of .Ham. 
Is American slavery jnstiiied by Cotton,, and by tlie incpiiry, 
"liow can cotton be raised at the South without shives ? " There 
the crv was, Brick I "^llow can we js?et brick to build our 
royal treasure cities 'I Thiuk you that these .1 i ebi-ews Avill woi'k 
at ]naking brick, if tliey are set free?'' The rapid growth of 
the slave popidatiou — an increase so umch like that of other 
auinuils held as property — is often alleged as proof that shivery 
is good for the slaves, and therefore justiiiable. Su it was in 
Egypt. ''The children of Israel were fruitful and increas(Mi 
abundautly, and nmltiplied," [Ex, i, T:] " and the more they 
afHictcvl them, the more they nnilti]>h'ed and grew." | V^erse 12,"| 
Is it said that the slavery ol:' th.e enslaved class in the United 
States is only the fulfillment of an ancicut pi'ophecy ]U'onou.nced 
by Noali upon one of the sons of llam '{ [Gen. ix, 25.] So it 
might have been said in Egypt, by iron-hearted theoh^gians, 
that the slaverv of the IsraeHtes thei'e Avas oidy the fulfinnient 
of a more recent jU'cdiction, and a mure pertinent aiid exjdicit 
one. ''Enow of a s\u'etv.'' said God to Abrahaui, " that thy 
seed shall be a striino'cr iu a land that is not theirs, and shall 
serve them, and thcv shall afHict them four hundi'ed years.'' 
[Gen. XV, lo.] .[s it said iu apology ibr th.e enslavijig of these 
Africo-Aniericans, that o'reat and henelicent desiixns of God's 
providence are to he accomplished by means of it — that in the 
house of their lK)ndage they are learning the arts and habits of 
civilizatiofv? Witli far uior(3 con1iden.cc might the same thing 
have been sa,\(l concerning tlic slavei'v of the Israelites in Eii;y]>t. 
It Avas in their bondage to a /niji'c civilized people than tliem- 
selves that God |)i'e]>ared thoui for tlieir destiny. In Egypt 
they acquired that measure o;'" civilization and oi" ac(piai)!taiu.'e 
with the arts of civilization, ly Avhich they Avere qualified to 
become a ])eoi)lc. Their ilhisirious ancestoi'S in their laud ol' 
])ronnse had l)een ].)riucely and caintly Bedom'u, dAvelliug \n 
tents, ever roaming Avith their flocks and herds to find " fresh 
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"fields and pastures now," leaving no momimciits but wells, and 
jicrjuiriiig no inlicritaiicc but a l;)urial-place. But after that 
b>ng' bon(lap;e in Egypt, iiuislied with forty years of still severer 
discipline in tlie desert, tbe Israelites returned into tlie bxrid of 
Canaan coiupiorors, civilizers, cultivators of tbe soil, builders 
of eities. Not one ai'gunient can 1)C ui'ged in defense or palli- 
ation of tbe slavery existing in tbe United States to-day, wbieli 
inigbt not l)e urged witli eqnrd force in belialf of tbe slavery 
against wbicb Moses a])peared in tbe name of tbe L(.)rd. 

W^o cannot ^vondcr, tbeu, tbat tbe great slaveboldiug power 
in I^^gypt rejected indignantly tbe denumd for tbe emancipation 
of six bundred tbousaud slaves. We cannot wonder tbat in 
answer to so dangerous a demand, new restrictions and more 
grievous l.)urtbens were imposed on tbe o])pressed .llel)rews. 
Read tbe story again wbicli you bave read so jnany times, and 
see tbe disastrous cflect of nudviuG: any movement ac-ainst 
sbivery, even wlieii vou know tbat God is on your side, or 
ratlier tbat you are on tbe side of God. You will seem to bear 
pitiful and pbilantbroju'c Eg^'ptians tbrowing it out against 
Moses ill tlie name of bumainty, tbat tbe ])oor slaves are oidy 
tbe more oppressed for bis attempt to obtain tbeir einancipation. 
You will see tbe Hebrews tbemselvcs tui'ning ai^ainst tbeir di- 
vinely connnissioned. benefactor witb tbe reproacb tbat be is 
doino- tbem more luirm tban a:ood. 

Yet Moses pjcrsisted, and God was witb bim. Strange as it 
niay seem \\) tbose who put tbeir trust in sucb sermons as tbe 
one referred to, God was not on tbe side of tbe slaveboldino' 
power in tbat instance. Moses ]>ersisted ; aiul bow majestically 
does tbe story of enumci}>ation — tb.c oldest story of tlic bind in 
tlie -world's bistory — proceed to its triumpbant close! Tbe 
proud king would not believe tbat tbe supreme power of tbe 
universe cared for tbe TTcbrew slaves of Egypt, or was tbe 
enemy of oppression. " Who is tbe Lord," bo said, "tbat I 
sliould obey bis voice to let Israel go 'I You teil me of tbe God 
of Israel;" I do not l)elieve in bini; I believe in tbe gods of 
Egypt ; I know not tbe Lord, neitber will I let Israel go.'' Tbe 
occjision was sucb — tbe iuucture in the liistorvof tbe world and 
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of redemption was sucb — tbe relation of tbe events to all tbe 



tutrii'c of Goers kino'doni was sudi — that God lnter])osod 
with jiiiniculoiis niaiiifestatioiis to attest the Divine authority 
of the demand wliicli Moses was iiro-iiio- in liis name. A sini- 
pie and palj^able sign was given, l)ut PJiavaoli found a way of 
avoidino; tlie conviction that Moses was rio'ht. Th.en followed 
the stupendijus series of tlic plagues of l^ypt, ending in the 
death of the 1"irst-l)orn — no, not cndhig till the waters of the 
"Red Sea, tliat had ]vavted for the fugitives from slavery to ])ass 
over, returned Avitli awful sweep iuto the channel, and Pharaoh 
arid "the Memphian. chivalry," overthrown and drowned, were 
tossed like sea-weed on the angry surge. Through all thGaf>'(?s 
of time till time shall, he no more, the nations tliat receive the 
Biole catch an exultant ins|>iration from that song of the eman- 
cipated 'llel)rews, which woke the echoes of the wilderness 
more than three thousand ycai's ago : 

" I -will sing- unto the Ltu'd, fnr he liatli triuniplicd gloriously ; 
Tlic horse aiul liis rider luith he thro'.vn into the seu." 

This, then — this story of op])ression and <]eliverance — js the 
earliest explicit indication which tlie Jhble gives us of how God 
looks on sla\'erv. Can anvbodv read this storv and wonder 
whv it is that the T3ihlc is so often thouirht to be a dangerous 
hook ibr slaves to read! And do you Avonder why it is, that of 
all. the cliarniing stories in th.e .P>il)lc, this is the one which more 
perhaps than any other, pleases and iViScinates the slaves in our 
slaveholdiiig States ? I remendjer a fact whicl.i .1 heard in one 
of those States about twentv vears ago. Two <ieYOut and ex- 
cellcnt ladies, tlic proprietors of a ])lantation, were moved, by 
a most attractive cxaniplo in. their neighl)orho<)d, to institute 
a svsteru of Christian instruction for their slivves, whom they 
had alwavs treated with nnich kindnesri, and of whose hiiut 
feelings toward them they had no doul)t. Accoi-dingly, they 
])roposc<l to their ]")eo]>le t<' c^Mue together daily foi* prayei*. and 
''we," sjiid tliev, v/ill i-ead the l>il)le to you as jM'r. ^"^ 
does to his peo])le.'' Tli'- negrues took the mattei* into con- 
sider;ition, and acceptcl the |M'(.tpn)r.;d ; oidy," they said, 
'' ])lease, mistre-s, read to us nljout .l\foses ami the (hildi'cn of 
Israel going out of .Egyp)t." There is no iriistaking the im- 



prc'^sirri"! v>-]ii(!l! tlie storv of tliat iiTonv, (Icliveranco makes on iu\ 
iii!hO])]iist.i(.';itC(] iruiut. 

jJut \\]\'dt ^va?^ tlio part ul" JaiiiicH and. Janibres in tlie story 
TiiL'se naiiics arc ^iven in tlic Jcwisli traditions to tl!.e two 
eliietk of tlic wise men and soreerevri/' or " .num-ician?." wlio 
undertook to refute tlic evidenees wliicii. .Moses G:ave of In's 
Diviue commission ; and the Apostle uses these two names as 
a convenient mode of designating the entire chiss Avliose part 
in the story is dcscriljed, again, and again l.\y tlic piirase, " The 
nuigiciiins did in like numncr with their enciiantnients," By 
various arts of juggleiy a.nd sleight-of-handj combined, no 
doul)t, with, superstitious incantations — (for such things Inivc 
been in all ages the stock in. trade of the j^rofessors of magical 
ai'ts,) — tlicy attem]>tcd to overcome the c\'idencc of I)ivi]ie au- 
thority which accompanied the dennxnd for the ennincipation 
of the jfehrcw slaves. And for a while they succeeded, at 
least to the satisfaction, of rhai'aoh. Siicli is their part in the 
storv ; iKtt very creditable to their memory, yet not altoirether 
Vv'itliout a ])araliel in modern times. 

.Fii'teen huiulred years bei'ore the coming of Christ into the 
Avorld, when the I'evelation ol'Oud ami of duty which, wc liavo 
in the .l>i1)le, liad hardlv l.>ei>'un to be o'iven to nnmkind, it was 
not so easv as it is now to produce in anv mind a stonii' eonyic- 
tion that the infinite power, which sways the universe, recognizes 
and will vindicate what arc now known thronf>:hout the civiHzod 
wol'ld as the imdie]nible rights'' of Innnan imture. Moses 
could not argue with .Pliaraoh out of the -Bible ; for there was 
no Ih'ble then, lie could not argue from the character of God 
revealed in Christ; for as yet Christ had not o-iveu liimself a 
ransom for all. .lie could not appeal to the revealed law^ of 
( iod ; fur (:lod. luid not then spoken from Sinai, nor written his 
Teri (ktmrnandments on tables of stone. Jle could not eyen 
appeal, as we now api)eal, to those primitive cognitions of right 
which are (hxPs law sell-revealed in the human soid : for sucli 
a,n a|)pead is of little force till light from the Bible — light from 
Cud's c(.»nnnandnients :uid Ironi his glury in the face of Christ — 
has a.Wcd<ened the minds uf men and quickened their instinct- 
ive moral sense. .6VV/^/6', therefore, miracnlous manit'cstations 



of God's ])re?encc, were the a])proprialo argiiirieiits, wlicn 
Moses demanded oCPjiaruoli, in God's iiauic, the enianeipation 
of tbe Lsrae-lite^^. Biu'vis, Midi as .Moses cxldbiled, were tlio lit 
nietliod jfroducinic in tlic minds of tlie ]']_ii:y])lian king and 
people tlie (.•on\-iclion that: {lie great ]x.)\ver of flic univei'sc was 
hostile io that oppj'ossioii niider wliieli their .1 1.el) row slaves 
were gi'oaning. Ihit in. these days we Jiave ((VijuriuviU as the 
most appr(.)|)riatc and eti'eetive signs. AW; have arguments 
against whieli .Fharutjli never liad the opp"rtnnity of liai'deiiing 
his heart. v\^c have the arirument from this verv story of 
rharaofi s eont^ict Avith the God of the op[)ressed- — the argu- 
ment from his overthrow and liis inmiortal ijdamv. We have 

* 

argmneiits from the preecpts and eomuiajiduieiits of iJic .15il)lc; 
arii;nnieiits from the u'l'eat doetrines of the Oln'istian reveljiliun ; 
alignments ironi the character of Christ, and the aim a-ul pur- 
pose of his comijig ; arguments from a!.l the history n'ul Vvorkirig 
of Christianity in tlie world, and from tlio av\-akened. and. en- 
lightened moral sense of Christian nations; arguments from 
the whole science of hmnan. I'iglits and duties, and of societv 
and p'overnment, as illustrated J>y Christianity and wrouixiit our 
under its iivfluence : aro-nments from all history, as read hv the 
light of revelation, Avithout which history has no meaning ; jir- 
gnments from God's providence eonij)elling nature itself to 
testify for freedom. Aicainst snch siu'ns as these, Jannes and 
Jamhres, witli tlieir incantations and their slcight~ol-h.and, 
could do nothing. jNot tricks of jugglery, hut tricks of sophis- 
try — not seejnino; minicles, l)nt seeinini:'' ara-uments — rire wluit 
the Pharaohs of to-d;iy recpiirc. To tliem the Bible — the com- 
pleted Bible Avith its light and power in all the realms oi 
human thought — is what the wonder-working rod uf .Moses Avas 
to their great prototype. That they may the jnoro easily ;md 
the more completely Iiarden their liearts, they Jieed jnen to 
perform th.e part of Jannes and Jainl.n'cs/with variations suited 
to the times. They need men to '* j'esisf, the truth*' with 
logical legerdemain. And their wise men and (heir sorcerci's 
come at their call. SernionH-, speeches, epistles, ])ainj)]i]et.-. 
newspaper essays, uni'oadable novels, pondei'ous tomes ofsuleni?! 
nonsense, have been indited and printed Ijv the ten, Uj hcln 
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tlio iriodeni Pliaraolis liardcn tlioir hearts against tlio conviction 
that the system which ta1<es away from innocent men tlicirin- 
alienahle rights, and estahlislies a trade in living luiman ilesli, 
is wr()ng. 

Ol'thMt sopliistry, the sermon wliicli lias l)ecn circnlatcd in 
this commnnity is an instance. T have notliing to say wliich 
sh<.)uhl 1)0 nnderstood as impiying th.at the author does not 
liiniscir boheve all that lie wouhi have his liearers heh'eve, or 
that he is i\ot imposed upon l)y his OAvn sopliistry. IS'othing 
is more {>rohable than that he is himself delndcd. l)y the argn- 
ments which he nses. It is not impossible that, among the 
inagicians of Egypt, there were some who verily thonght that 
thev were in the ridit in the controversy with Moses, and that 
what they were able to do with tlieir enchantments was a valid 
and sufrieient refntation of the claim in God's name for the 
ennuicipation of the JJelirew bondmen. Gin' concern is not 
with tile mni-al character of the man, but Ayith the logical 
cliaracter of his argnmeiits. lie maybe very nnich in earnest, 
and al the same time very mnch in the wrong, lie may think 
lie is duinu' (led service, while ho is in tact resisting the truth 
and cn('unrai2:inij: men to make void the commandments of God. 

I proceed, then, to ))oint out the leading fallacies of the dis- 
conrse — tlie sophisms or tricks of logic which may make it 
seem like aru'unient ; and if in dealinii; with, them, I refer dis- 
tinctly to the author or ]->reacher of the discourse, let it be 
remend>ei'ed that 1 use that form of speech only f )r conven- 
ience" sake, and not iur the "j)urpose of branding him with the 
a'nilt (U* dishuiiur ef intentional dece[)tion. 1 know almost 
notliing uf him, beyond wluit appears or. the face of the print- 
ed sei'mon. To his uwn Master let him stand or fall. 

I. TliC nijun fallacy oi'tlie discourse is that froni tirst to last 
it (uyiirs afai^e 'i^^<ue. Let me ask any man who has ]*ead it. 
What is the object of that discourse? — what the impression or 
conviction which the preiicher of it intended to l,)e produced in 
the mind of the heai'er? For what purpose has it been 
s.{> diliii-cMitlv and so widelv circulated:^ I hazard nothing 
in snyin.g that tlie object at which that sermon aijns, the 
purpose Ivr which it was printed and circulated in various 
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fbrins — the purpose for which it -^vas printed licrc — is sini- 
]-)ly this : to make ,you IjelicN'o tluit the syd&m.. of slavery 
no'W exiding in the United States is not wroiio' in the light of 
tlie 'Bible, nor wrong in the sight of God; and that, therefore, 
all opi)osition to the iiidctinite extension oftliat slavery l)y the 
legislation of orir coninion conntrv, is nnreasonahie. ^Bnt how 
docs it nndertake to pvo(hice that impression and belief ? Does 
it fairly meet an^i argne the rpiestion whether tliis American 
slavery, Avith A\'inch you and I have to do as (citizens, is just 
and right ? it rather argues that a certain mode of 0})position 
to slavery— a certain position or doctrine whiich it calls aboli- 
tionism'' — is wrong. Do you see the fallacy? What that 
preaclier defines as abolitionism may be wrong, and yet it 
may be my duty and yours to j)rotest in cvei-y I'easona.ble way 
aii-ainst the slavery now existirio- in some of these States, and 
to stand firm and fearless against every ;i,tt<3mpt to make that 
slavery a national institution. 

2, In close conn.ection with this main fallacy, another trick 
of logic — as nnicli a trick as any sleiglit-of-hand that ever was 
performed by Egyptian or Oriental juggler — runs through the 
whole performance. There is no better word to juggle with in 
these tnnes than the word abolition^ witli its derivatives aboli- 
tionist and aboUtionisin ^ for the reason that these woi'ds have 
so many gradations of meaning, and tlse writer or speaker wlio 
uses them can so easily ])ass from one ]ncaning of them to an- 
other without being detected by careless read ei's or hearers, and 
perhaps without being liimself conscious of the trick. You 
know that the words are used by many at the present day with 
a deliberate dislionesty of purpose — as when ])ul)lic men are 
charged with, being ''abolitionists," it being intended that the 
charge shall be understood not in the sense in which it is true, 
but in some other vague and odious sense in which it is not 
true. 

What is the abolition of slavery ? It is a certain chanire in 
the laws of a slaveholding State or kingdom — a change by 
which ''slavery or involuntary servitude, otherwise tlnm in the 
pmnshment of crime," having formei'ly existed in that State or 
kingdom, is extinguished. The method and the form of sucii 
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ii duiiige are not essential to tlie tiling. Slavery may bo abol- 
isliod citlier gradually or instantaneovisly. It may be abalislied 
oitlier by a pro5])ectivc law providing for tlie freedom of those 
not yet born, or by a law to protect tbo rights and redress the 
wrongs of the li vi ng generation . 1 1 n^ay be abolislied by an a(?t 
which shall take effect at some futnre day, or by an act which 
shall take effect at once. It maybe abolished either by a sin- 
gle decree of the sovoroign powci*. dissolving instantaneonsly 
all legal ties between the nnisters and the slaves, or by a series 
of enactments recognizing one right of the enslaved after an- 
other, and making one jn'ovision after another for their protec- 
tion and tlieir elevation, till tliey shall be bronght np to the 
level of entire freedom. It nuiy be abolished by the force of 
Christian ideas ar.d tlic growth of a Christian sense of justice, 
pervading the pnblic mind and controlliiig tlie progress oflcg- 
islation, or it may he abolished l)y the violence of conqnest, or 
the exigencies of revolution and of civil war. The snbstitntion 
of freedom for slavery by any process whatever, so that slavery 
shall cease to be, is " abolition." Every man. who holds the 
doctrine that slavery ought to be abolished — whatever his par- 
ticidar judgment may l)e about tlie method and process of 
ri.o'htimr the i»'reat wrong— is, in tlie proper meaning of the 
word, an ''abolitionist.^' In that meaning of the word, you 
and I are abolitionists, as AV^ilbcrforce was and the Macaulays, 
the ilhistrious father and more illustrious son — as onr predeces- 
sors in these pulpits and clmrcheswcre almost a century ago— 
as the State dI' Connecticut was when she framed and ordained 
a statute for the abolition of stavcjy, and still is — as all these 
States ai-e, whose laws abhor the idea of slavery — as all the 
most illustrious ]H:'rsonages of our revulutionary history were, 
not only in iNew lOngland, but out of it, — Jay, iraniilton, Jeffer- 
Bon, Franklin, La Fayette, and AV^ashington. But the anthor of 
the sermon which so many of you ha.vc had the opportunity of 
readin«>\ uses the woi'ds abolitionist and " ah-olitionism iit 
a uiiT'dinc- and delusive iasliion. from iirst to last. There is a 
class of agitators in this country, wdio hold not the simple doc- 
trine of abolition, (namely, that slavery ought to be abolished,) 
but a distinctive and peculiar doctrine of their own, the doc- 
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trine immediate aholUion, or, in otlicr words, tluit, instead of 
some process of gradual abolition, wliidi shall guard the slaves 
and the masters and society against the perils incident to so 
great a cluinge, slavery ought to he abolished instantaneously 
and without regard to consequences. Their doctrine of ini- 
iriediate abolition at all hazards, in\'olves them in the neecs- 
sity of nuiintaining that all slaveholding, in whatever cir- 
eunistan-ees, under whatever limitations, and for whatever 
temporary j^urposes, is sinful. I hold tliat slavery oiiglit 
to be abolished. I hold that the enslaving of innocent per- 
sons is essentially unjust. But I do not therefore hold that 
doctrine of immediate abolition. .For thirty years, those agita- 
tors have kuovvu nie as their antagonist ; and tlvey have at- 
tempted to stigmatize ine and thousands of better men as 
" pro-slavery." Their doctrine is a mischievous one — mischiev- 
ous in its effects on their own minds and hearts, and. mischiev- 
ous in the reaction "which it produces — -mischievous in tlic 
system of agitation w'hich they use for the propagation of it, 
and mischievous in the l:)ewildering so]')histrics with which 
they attempt to defend it. Eut even, their doctrine, in its most 
extravagant statement, is not so contrary to the genius and 
spirit of the Bible, as is the doctrine which that sennon under- 
takes to instill into your mind : and the noisy ari'oi^ance with 
wdiicli they denounce as ^''pro-slavery" all who will not accept 
their formula and follow their leaders, is transcended by the 
rpiiet sophistry wliicli dexterously assumes that there is and 
can be no other doctrine of abolition. — no other opposition to 
slavery on moral grounds — tlian that of the immediate-aboli- 
tionists. 

3. Anotlier sophism of the same sort runs through that dis- 
course and lurlvs in. everv ara'umcnt l;)y wnrich the Drcaclier 
would bring you to his way of thinking about the great practi- 
cal question of the hour. Wliat is the question of t/ie hour — 
tlie question which agitates the nation — the question on which 
that sermon Avas supj)osed to bear Vvlicn it was ]:>ut into your 
hands for tlie pur])osc of influencing your judgmeiit? It is 
this: Whether the slaverv which is the basis of society in 
some of these States, shall be recomhcxl as a national 
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institution, to be ciKlowcd v/itli national territory and main- 
taincd l)y national power — wliether new securities for its 
perpetuation and ascendency, and for the extension of it over 
regions not yet ]^olluted by tlie footsteps of a slave, sluill be 
incorporated into onr federal Jegislation and irito the con- 
stitution of tlie Union. Remembering tliis, observe liow 
adroitly tbat preacher assumes, and liow cpiietiy lie would lead 
you to admit, without a suspicion, that if cw?-?/ hind of servitude 
could ever l)e tolerated even, tempoj'arily, then tins American 
slmery is not Avi-ono-. Look at his argument from the laws of 
Moses. .A.dnu't, if you please — what we might con.tradict and 
disprove — that lu's quotations are fairly made, and that his 
statements in exposition of them are true ; — what then. '? In 
the time of Moses, and always down to a comparatively recent 
period, ail captives taken iu ^var -were slaves. They were 
enemies, and being captured, wei*e considered justly liable to 
slavery or to death, as with ns a captured burglar or highway 
robber is considered justly liable to a term of imprisonment and 
hard labor in the penitential* v. Moses leoislatinii: for the He- 
brews, under divine guidance, and giving tliem sucli laws as the 
"hardness of theii* hearts" woidd permit them to endure, did 
not immediately and absolutelv abolish slavcrv, but hedijred it 
in with limitations and restrictions which were little else 
tlian a method of gradual abolition. You know, and the 
authoi- of that sermon knows, and the men wlio put that ser- 
mon beibre you in its printed form to influence your judgment, 
know, that if the bxws of Moses in regard to slavery were es- 
tablished in our territories, not a slave would ever be carried 
into one of tliem, e\ce|)t with, the expectation of his becoming 
iree ; and that if those laws VN'ere substituted for the existino- 
laws on the same sul)jcct, in tlie slaveliolding States, slavery 
itself would ere long cease to be."^- Look at that aro-ument from 
the JS^ew Testament Scri])tures. Doubtless slavery existed 
everywliere in those times, as it did in the time of Moses; for 
shivei-y, in some ibrm, is always and everywhere an inevitable 
incident of Avar, till the progress of the law of mitions, undei' 
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the influence of Cliristianity, provides some otlier way of deal- 
ing witli captives. Doubtless neitlier Clirist nor liis Apostles 
taTiglit any doctrine of immediate abolition. .But what did 
they teach? Did they teach anything from which, it can bo 
inferred that the main principle of Eonian slavery — which was 
the same thing with the mahi. principle of the slavery now 
cxistinic in these States — is ridit ? Doubtless there were 
"believing inastcrs" in tlie primitive churcheSj as well as 
believino; slaves. Doubtless the relation of master and 
servant, with the reciprocal, duties Avhich it included, was^ 
not dissolved by the water of baptism. But the rpiestion 
is: What was that relation, as recognized iu those apos- 
tolic churches? What was tlic relation which a "believing 
master " miglit hold to those who, in the days of his ignor- 
ance and unbelief, had been his property in the same sense and 
by the same tenure with his oxen and his sheep? What law 
was it that was ])aramoiin.t in the church — the la^^^ of Caesar, 
or the law of Clu-ist — the law of violejice and terror, or the 
law of love^^ — the law of reluctant service enforced, by stripes 
and tlic dread of being sold to a slave-trader, or the law that 
"the laborer is worthy of his hire?" The moment a master 
became a Christian, and was recogiiized as a citizen, in. the new 
"khigdom of Grod," he became subject in every relation to the 
law of that kingdom. ISo matter hownumy slaves he had, nor 
liow absolute liis power, the jnoment he became a Christian, 
his rights and. his duties as a master were defined by the pre- 
cepts of Christ and the teachings of the Apostles, and not by 
the law of liome. Those slaves were no longer his chattels to 
be used or to be sold at his convonieiice or at his caprice : thoy 
were his neighbors, poor and ailiicted, — as the man who liad 
fallen among thieves was neighbor to the good Saniaritan. 
The law of Christ to him in tlu\t relation was, " Wluitsoever 
thou Avouldst that men should do to thee, do thou even so to 
them." The teaching of the Apostles to him was, " Give to 
thy servant that whicli is just and equal and when one of 
those servants had become a partaker of the same precious faith, 
tlie teachirig of the A]:)Ostles to that master concerning that 
servant was, " Eecoive him not now as a servant, but above a 
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servaTit, a brotlior belovccL" Siicliis tlic Blavciy, if yoii nhooso 
to call it so, which can exist under the law of Christ, as given 
ill the Xew Testament. Suppose the principles and precepts of 
the lie w Testament touching tlie rehition of master and servant, 
and tonching tlie dignity and wortli of the lowliest and least of 
hninan souls, were incorporated into the slave code of our 
slaveholding States how far, think yon, would such a 
chancco hill short of the abolition of shivery Beware then of 
the juggle, when the author of that sermon, nxes yon r atten- 
tion on the fact that a certain sort of servitude was tolerated in 
the Hebrew conn nori wealth, nnder certaiii laws of Moses bound- 
inirand restrain injx it, and on tlic fact that a certain relation of 
master and servant, in the Clu'istian connnon wealth, was recog- 
nized l)y the Apostles — and then cpiietly, and with an air of 
perfect simplicity, assnmes tliat this American slavery in the 
nineteenth centnry of the Christian era — this slavery with the 
barracoons of Eiclnnond and IS^ew Orleans — this slavery which 
breeds limnan beings to be sold in distant nmrlvcts, as they 
breed horses in Ycrmont, and cattle on the prairies — this slavery 
with a slave trade which lias swept more than ten tlionsand 
wretched A"ictiins within the last twelve months, from the one 
State of AHrginia, to toil, not for wages, but nnder the coercion 
of the lash, in the cane-bralvcs and cotton liclds of regions 
farther South — is all J'ight. 

4. Another sophism which vitiates all the arguinont of that 
discourse, is closelv related to the one Avhich I have lust been 
exp)Osing. Tlie author — like the most nndiscriniinating of the 
innnediate-al)ol5tionists — confounds, pci-sistently, the very ob- 
vious and not very difticnlt distinctiofi ])etwecn slavery iVi\(\ 
davt'lwldhi(j. Wow- oln iuus is il, tlu'it a rnan may bo tlie 
master — the legal protectin* and eniployer, the lawful governor 
and }:)atron — of a servant whom the law regards as a slave, and 
that he mav be in that sense the owner of that slave, and there- 
lore inlaw and in the legitinuito use of language, a slaveliolder, 
•wliilc yet in his heart ho abhors the wickedness of slavery, and 
in word and deed ])rotests against it. A slaveholder is not to 
be condenn.ied for having the legal power of doing wrong, but 
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only for the specific wrong of ^vliieli lie may be actually con- 
victed. It may be that ho is diligently and conscientiously 
oMvino; to his slaves, according' to his best lio^ht and knowledo'C, 
and to the limit ol' his power, that which is just and equal. 
.iMuch as T ablior the iu<2:ii:lin<'- lo£>'ic of innuediatc-abolitionists, 
which imputes to every slavcholdcj", in whatever circnnistances, 
all " the sin of si aver v," I abhor still more the leu'crdeniain — 
worthy of Jannes and Jaudjres and theii" troop — which under- 
takes to justify shivery, not only in the abstract, hut in. the con- 
crete horrors of this Africo-Americaii shivery, aud to bless it in 
the name of the Lord, l)ecause, foi'sooth, the IwUlhuj of slaves is 
not a crime in all circumstances and under all liuiitations and 
conditions. The cpiestion Avith wliicli we have to do as Cbilzens^ 
is not a question abont the moral responsibility of individual 
slaveholders in one case and another, nor about the consistency 

slaveholdiiuj^ in some sense, with a Christian profession. It 
is only a question about the moral character of this particular 
and well known system of slavcri/ which we arc expected to 
nationali/.e : whether it is consistent with the lii'st princijdcs 
of justice revealed to our moral r.ature l)y the word of God in 
the law and in the gospel. •'■ 

5. I will detain your ])atiencc only while 1 ])oint out one 
more of the so])histries whicli enter into the argument of that 
discourse. The autlior pm-posely and clahorately confounds 
the distinction between the great crime of holding and treating 
a human l.ieing as ])roperty, and that obvious and uncpiestioned 
property which every human being has of right in the affection 
and th.c free service of those with whom he is connected in the 
natiiral relations of society. You know that yun Irave a proper- 
ty in your wife, in. your chihlreii, in. your apj)rentice, in the man 
who has entei'ed into a contract to ))cr!urni a certai-i service for 
you, and that thoy, in alike inanner, have a proptcrty in you. 
Ihit are t'heij^ therefore, your pro[)erty, or i/ou theirs? Vou 
have a. i))'operty in the skill, the sagacity and the kindness of 
the physician whom vuu enrploy when sickness coitios Intu vuur 
family; but he is not your [)roperty. You have a pn-operty in 
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fho. Inarniiio-. tlio ino;oiinitv.'1lie intc2Tity aiul the cloqiiciicc ol' 
tlic lawvc!' ■svhoni YOli rctaiii-.to ivianai>:e voiir suit; hut liavo 
you any idea that the lawyer liiinself is your pi'operty'? ^'ou 
liave a property in your pa^^tor, l)ut you do uot tliercfore own 
liiai as a part of your real or personal estate, nor does the parish 
own liini. You Inive ii j)i'0pcrty in the judi:»'es and magistrates 
of the State, foi* tliey owe you the servi(;o of j)i-oteeting youi* 
riglits; hut tliey are not your eliattels. Thepeoj)le of tlie Uni- 
ted States have a property iu the President; Init they do not 
own liini as ])roperty, either severally or jointly. Yon know, 
and cveryhody (notexeepting the author of that sermon) knows, 
that the idea of -such ju'operty in your fellow-men, hears no re- 
senihlance or analogy to the idea of holding a fellow-man as 
property, J the sense in Avhich slaves are held as chattels under 
the laws of our slave States. Yet see with, what clahorate 
sophistry that sermon inidertahes to eonfoujid so plain, a dis- 
tinction : 

Domcsl.ic slnvoi'y,' says ].)r. Wayland, in lii.s woi'k on IMornI Scienco, ' suj)- 
po.sos iit best; iliat the relation bL'tweon luast.er ami sla.vc is not that which oxi.-^t.< 
botwcGiv man and man, bnl, is a nioditifation at least of that wliich. cxistn between 
man aiul the. brutes.' Du not tiiesc abolitionist [tliilosophcrs know that aceording- 
to the lawH of every civilizetl country on earth, a man lias property in his ehiklren, 
and a woman has pi"o})erty in her husband? 'J-'he statutes of the State of .New 
Vork, and of every other iNorthern State, i-eeogni/.e and irrotect this properly, 
and our courts of .Justice have rejieaiedly ns:^(\sscd iis value. If a man is killed 
on a railroad, his wife may bring- suit and recover damages for the pecuniary loss 
she has sullered. 'If <uie man entice away the daugliier of am;>1her, and marry her 
while she. is still undei' age, the father may Ijring a civil suit for damages for Ike 
loss of that chilli's services, iind the pecuniary conipeusatiou is the only reilress 
the hiw provitk's. Thus the conuuon hiw of Chi-islendom and the statutes of our 
own )State recogni/.e proper! 3' in num. in wimt does that properly consist"? vSim- 
j)iy in such services as a man or a child may [)ro]ii'i'ly be required to render. This 
ia all that the Levitical law, or any otliei* law, nieiuis when it says, ' Vour bond" 
men shall be youi' possession or j)!'oi)i'rl y, and an iuheritanco for your children.' 
The projierty consisis. not in tlu' right t(.) ti-eat the slave like a brute, but simply 
in a leg.'il claim for such s(!rvices as a nmn in that ])(>sil ion ma_\ pi'operly be re- 
(piircd ',,0 reniler. .And yet abolitionists, in the face of the divine law, ])ersist in 
donoimciug the very relation of maslei- and slave, 'as a moditiealion at least, of 
that which e.vists between man and the brules.'" 



Now lot me read in connection with this an tidvertisenu^ut 
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tVoin !i recent iicwsnanor Di-iiitod in <>im^ v)f the Slates of tins 
Union. The udvertisoincnt ib not an oxl !"a*»r(l!nary one, I'ur von 
can hardly open a newsj.'ajier from that part of ou.r conntry 
without riceiiiii' nianv snch : 

T)V vii-nio of ordci' of ilioCoin-l of (.h'diimry <>l •'onos cfuinly, ( ;(>oi'(;-lii, will 
be sold on (he lii-.-t Tiit'sdMy "ni .Iiiimnvy iH'M, witliiii llii- I.Mv>fiil Imurs of sale, 
ill. CliiUcjii. befoi-e llio (.'ourt. i louse dooi-, in said euuiiiy, altuui ei^•1lt.y (80) Xcg-ro 
S!a\-es, all yoiiiii;' men and wonieii and ehiidi'en, veiy likely aiui valuable; consist- 
iiiL^ of valuable hou.se s-ervanl;? and in(;ehanies, aniony; them 1)laekf;niilhs. Said 
nen'roes ai'e exeelleiit ])lantati()n hand-^. The ]»i-o|)ei"ty Ijelongs to the estate of 
.lohn FoNvles, late of .lone.s eounty, deecased. Sold for the l)eneiit of the heirs 
and creditor,'^ of ^:aid deceased. The tei-ms of the sale will be on a eredit, and 
nioi-c particularly to be made known at the time and place of sale. 

:M. ."M.1L;I>S, Adm'r. 

IS'ovend.)er lOtli, 1S(U). 

(3n the first Tuesdav in Jaiuuirv next — that is, dav after to- 
morrow, the new year's dav — those eiu-hty voini£2']neii, women 
and children. arc to he sold, singly or in lots. One l)y on(i 
thev arc to monnt the hlock or table, that ]>m'chasers may have 
a fair opportunity of ins[)ectin_<i; the articles for sale. What 
the purchasers arc to hid. foi*, is not merely a certain definite 
debt which, the negroes are to ])ay in service — as yon might 
hny a claim against a laboring man with, tlie ex])ectation that 
he will pay it in lal)or — or as yow jnight buy a claim against a 
physician with the expectation that he will. ])ay it in medical 
attendance on voiir fann'lv — or as von im"ght huv a claim aicainst 
a painter Avith. the ex])ectation that he will ])ay for it l)y ])aint- 
ing a landsca|)e or portrait to yom' oi'der. .No. Wlitit those 
competing ]Mircha.sei'S are to l.)id lor "at Clinton, before the 
Court House door,"' day after to-morrow, is Inunan flesh with 
the Innnan soul that g'ives it life and strenu'th — the entire man.- 
liness of those yoimo: .men — the entire womanliouid of those 
young women — all the Avinning and liel{»less ])liablenGss and 
all the human cui)ahilily of those yonng children. .If thei'e is 
tnnonii' tltose valual>le mechanics*^ one to wh.om God has 
o'iven. the a'cnius of an invent(ir. that |}i\ ine endowment will 
he the absolute priperty of the fortunat(^ ]>urchaser — as inuc.li 
so as the strotigtli and swiftness of hi> horse, or th(..'. k(^en scent 
;md saa"a('it\' of liis dou". Jf tlici'e is am<.*ng tliost' N'oum;' women 



011(3 with a cnp.'ibilit V of Ronii" lil<o that ot' tlio ** Blacdc Swan," 
or liki; that of the " Swediisli Nia'htiiiLi'aU\" the vahial)lo <>'ii't, 
when discovered and <,loveh>i)e(lj will not bo lier'Sj but her own- 
er's. ()v it* there is among them a delicate (jnadruou. or octo- 
roon, on whose iair check tli(3 Ijlush of womanly feeling comes 
and goes, and whose slight form, fashioned for gracefulness and 
not for strength, will wiltaiui die in thecotton lleld, — notlierpoor 
strength (or lai)or only, hnt her heanty, with all its attractive- 
ness, is to 1)0 sold foi' nionev. Sucli ownersliii) of hmnaii being's 
is life ('Sb'e)iti(cl iJihu/ in, the system of slavery now existing in 
our slave States. .]>efore tlie paramount right of t1io owner to 
his Innnan chattel, the projierty of the husband in Ins wife, and 
the [U'operty of tlie wife in lier husband, the pro])ert.y of the 
father in bis children, and the propei'ty of tlie children in the 
fathci' arc all anniliilatcd. In the eve of the slave law% tlio 
slave, being himself owned by his nuistcr, can be the owner of 
nothing. Even the rags which cover his nakedness are not his, 
but his ownei'-s. Yow. know all this, ami the author of that 
sermon knows it too. 

A7h.o is it, then, that speaks tlie exact trutb ; and who is it 
that slniiiles and prevaricates with a juggling sophism? The 
excellent and venerable Dr. AVayland, whom the author of idiat 
sermon, calls an abolitionist philosopher,'' — or the author Itim- 
self, who tries to make you believe tliat l)cca,nse slaves are not 
(chattels under the law of CJod, therefore they ai'o not chattels 
under the law of the slave States? Does that man deal honest- 
ly with his hearers and bis readers? J)oes ho deal lioncstlv 
with himself? 

If, now, you will read that sci'mou again, bearing in nnnd 
tiic exposure which you Inivc seen of its leading and essential 
fallacies, you will find the whole argument (idling to j)ieccs ;\s 
you read. 1 might dwell on its successive topics or //^f.^v/?.sv' 
if there wei'c time, l)iit 1 need not. It will l)e (.Miouiili to ad- 
vert to his hist proposition for one moment. 

He says tliat 'VAl.Jolitionism is the chief cause oi' :dl the strife 
tliat agitates, and tlie danger that threatens our country," 
" Abolitionism," ho t(.>l!s you, not slavery, is the evil that dis- 
turbs the peace, and threatens the existence of oxn Union. 



21 



You need not hold 1dm to his dofiidtion licro. You need not 
iiiqnii'C wlietlier lie anrrnis this of " al)oli.tionisni " iii tlie nnr- 
row, tcehidciil and al)iisivc bgiirc wiiieli liis detinitirm i^ives, or 
in tliat lav<:!:o, and ti'uc, and. lionorablc sense whieli ii luis iri 
liistory. in eitlier of tlieHO ineaniiiii'r^, or in iinv inlerniediai.t? 
fionsc, tlic afHrniativo is notorioni^lv nnrrue, iink;sft it ijc iidinit- 
ted — as he would have you admit — that tins " clial tel siavory,'' 
as it lias 1)een called, with tlio traffic in liiiit;an. flesii wliicli \< 
essential, to it, is a rigliteoiis and imiocent tliin*x. .A.dmit thai 
this ''chattel slavery" — ibr there is no practical (jncstion al'ont 
any otlier, whether Mexican peonage., 'Russian sen'doni, or 
Mosaic servitude — isall iMidit; and t on. admit tliaf they whn 
object to its being made a national instiiiition, are to 1)0 blamed 
for whatever agitation may bo the conserpience. .Adnnt that 
this " chattel slaYer\' " which onr fatlicrs excluded from tlio 
Constitution — avoiding by the most wary cii'cnndocution, not 
the word onlv. hut every rccoL>:nition. of the idea— ouii'ht to l.^c 
nationalized by judicial interpolation, by legislative and execu- 
tive nsu.v])ation, or by amendment of the Constitution : and 
yon. adnnt that any 0].)]X)sition to a.ll tin's, by woi'd. «>r deed, in 
the Idameablo cause of the ensuing agination and ]>eril. "Ihit 
if tins " chattel slaverv" is wrono; — if vonr own moi-al sense, 
and. the moral, sense of Christendom, r|uickened and enlight- 
ened l,)y the ]jible, condemns it with a just aljlu^rrcnce, who is 
to be blamed for the existing agitatio.n ? Ts Cliri.st to l.»e blamed 
that his conung into the woidd bi'ings nut ]>eacu but a sword ? 
'Vflio is res|.)onsiblc for the fact that this Cjuestio]! of the exten- 
sion, and nationalization oi' slaverv has hecon.jc the irrand (nics- 
tion. in the political, agitations of our country I\I(.'iv vhan 
ibrty years ago, after a great (M)iiilict caus<.'d Isy a t!.'ni|.)<>rai"v 
departure from the original ]>o!icy (.>f oui' govoiMiment. the dcs- 
tinv of all the unoi'irruiized territories then heliniiriiiu' to the 
Uniuiu ^v;is Hxed by an act which, though, not satistkctorv to 
the oj'jHmcnts of slavery, was accej)ted as iri'cvocable. YV'a;-> it 
"''abolitionism*' that {>rocured the airu'exation of Texas, and 
the subsequent con(juost of .Mexican ])rovinces': Wa;; it '"abo- 
litionism which, insisted on re-establisliijig in 1 1 jose etoncju CTed 
provinces the slavery which had been abolished iliere bv Mexi- 
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caii law 5 it abolirionisni " wliicli swept avray tlie great 

" hmdmark of freedom," after it liad stood iiiicpestioiied for 
tlic third part of a. eeiitiirv? Was it abolitionism " tliat at- 
tempted iu force ftlavery into Kansas by an iniparalleled combi- 
nation of 1 1 le rn can est fraud arid til c most atrocious violence? 
is it a'bolitionism" which to-day is openly levying ^var against 
the United States, seizing forts and arsenals, and conspiring 
far ;ind wide for the subversion of our nation.al existence ? Ini- 
pute what hhuiie you will to tlie inunediate abolitionists — ascribe 
wluit efHciency vou will to their metliods of ai»:itatiori — and 
when you have done your utmost in. that direction, tlie fact 
will nevurthdess remain, incapable of denial or concealment, 
that the questions whicli ^vithin the last fifteen years luive agi- 
tated Congress ami the country, could never have been raised 
but for the attempts winch liave been so persistently made to 
extend and natiomdize the insritntion of slavery as it exivSts 
under the laws of our slaveholding States. Is it possible that 
the author of that disconrse does not knoAV wliat the cpiestions 
are v.diicii are rockimi; th.e continent 

Tim conclmling portion of our text gives us a thought to 
whirh we have not yet advei'ted, l)ut which is too pertinent, 
and too im|)ortant, to be passed over witliont notice. Jannes 
and Jaml.tres were successful for a wliile, and to a certahi ex- 
tent, in the practice of their jugglery; but there Avas a limit 
bcy(»nd which they could not go. The power of God — the 
power of great laws which God has established in the nniverse, 
was against them and they fjiiled. When Aaron's rod was 
transformed into a living serpent, the magicians made a show 
of doing likewise; and Pharaoh's heart was hardemjd. When 
the Nile, smitten by tlie pro])het's rod, grew turl.)id, an. d its 
waters reddened into blood, the M'ise men and the sorcerers 
could get u[) a tricky imitation of the awful prodigy; and 
Pharaoh V heart v/as liardened. When the nlajxue of froa's, 
with its disgusting horror, came over the huul, tlm ma£?:icians, 
with thfir incantations and their paltry tricks nuide out a seem- 
ing denuMistration that the power of their gods was equal to 

* Appendix, IS'utc D. 
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tliG same achievement : and Pliaraoli's heart was hardcnech 
But Jan lies and Jainbrcs could proceed no fartlicr. At the 
liorror of the next great phigue, t'.iey cried out, hafHed and dis- 
mayed, Tliis is tlie finger of God." J3ut it was too hitc. 
While, on the one liand, they could proceed no farther, on the 
other liand, tliev could not undo the effect which tlieir former 
incantations and trichs has wrought in the mind of the king. 
Still "Pliaraoh's heart was hardened," aud the conflict between 
the sovereignty of Egypt and the sovereignty of God went for- 
ward to its end. So will it he with those who are performing 
the part of Jamies and Jambres in these modern times, with 
tl\e variations Avhich the times recpiire. Up to a certain limit 
they ]nay seem to be successful, and the great power of oppres- 
sion may delight to lienor tliem. But Avhen that limit shall 
have been attained, they shall proceed no fartlier." In due 
time, as the long conflict between the oppressor and the God 
^yllO pities the oppressed goes forward, " their folly wall be 
manifest to all men," as the folly of Jannes and Jambres was 
exposed, in Egypt. Think you that God's pui-poses of justice 
and of love will, be bafiied, that his pity for the wronged will 
be blinded or turned to indifference, or that his sure word of 
prophecy will be made of none effect, by these juggling defenses 
of African slavery ? Xo ! sure as tlic word of God which is 
settled forever in tlie heavens — sure as the mai'ch of the stars 
in their courses — is God's purpose and promise to fill the earth 
with the glory and blessedness of Christ's kingdom in the heai-ts 
of men. In tlie majestic progress of God's providence, the 
hour is coining when the renewed and rejoicing eartli shall no- 
where be afHictcd with the presence of a slave. The long con- 
flict in this country between instituted wrong and eternal 
right, between slaver}- and freedom, between the power of the 
oppressor and the God of the oppressed, can have only oneter- 
mhiation. Slavery will be abolished. From the icy head-springs 
of the father of waters to the 'Mand. of fiow^cj's," there will be 
no law but the law of freedom. On all our plains and hills, 
and along all our streams, industry will be free ; and freedom 
will be streugtli and rielies. Tiien, when the great conflict 
shall ha\ o ended, ^viien justice diall have triumphed over wrong, 
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when God's jubilee bii;ui liavc jyt'oclaitnccl liberty tbrcniglioiit 
all tbe laudj to all tlic inbabitaiits tlioreof," and no luiiruin 
bciii<>: sliall evcrmoro be lield as tlie chattel of another — iiav, 
earlier !;]ian the final and cousnminate victory, and while Pha- 
raoh may still be liardcniiig his heart \w tlic hope that though, 
liis magicians have failed, the gods of l%ypt sliall yet ])rcvail 
against the God of Moses and of Israel — how iniauious will 
these juggling defenses of chattel slavery have become ! 

]>ut the question, be it rcnieml)ered — the practical (picstion 
with W'hich you liave to do — is not whethci' slavery sliall be abol- 
ishcd, nor when, nor how; Init Avhetlier this chattel slavery 
shall be extended and nationalized. Think Avhattheexteusion 
of slavery means. It means not merely tliat Idack men shall 
be transported into our territories and labor there without 
\vages, and. tluit the master's right to their micompensated ser- 
vices shall be enforced by our r.ational ])ower. It means tbe 
indciinito extension of that entire state of society vrhicli is in- 
separable irom the existence of slaveiy, and whicli at this 
moment is a perpetual reign of terror in so hn'go a portion of 
our common country. Some of ns heard a few evenings ago, 
from the eminent and excellent Professor Mitchell, his startling 
description of how nari'owly he escaped, on a recent occasion, 
the ]:>eril of being hanged by a mob of barbarians, at tlie sug- 
gestion of a half insane and half drnnhcn. ruflian, and how not 
an individual in the railway train dared lift a finger or lisp a 
syllable in his defense. His testimony was the more impressive 
because he did not seem, to sec the bearing of it, or to appre- 
hend at all the question of the time. The question is whether 
you. will consent to the indefinite extension ol' tliat state of 
society over all the terj-itories now in possessiori of our govern- 
ment, and all that may hereafter be acquired. The slave-trader 
may complain that without a mitional protection for slavery 
he cannot cany his human .merchandise into the terivitorics to 
sell it there; tlie slave owner nniy complain if you do iu)t con- 
sent that ho shall drive his lunuan cattle thither, and hold them 
and treat them as cattle there; but have not I as i/'ood a riirht 
to go into those territories as they have? Have not I as a'ood 
a right to .my thought and the free utterance of it, as the slave 
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ov/iicr has to Ills slave property ? .Have not I in all tlic terri- 
tories as good a right to uttci*, hy voice and ])cn, hy speech aiul 
hy tlic press, my moral sense and the moral sense of Christen- 
dom, as tlic slave trader has to advertise a,nd sell his slaves? 
The cpiestion is not merely l)etween tlie emancij)ation and the 
continued bondai^e of certain black men, if carried into the 
territoi'ies against tlieir wih. It is a cpiestion l)ctwecn hherty 
and slavery in. the broadest sense. It is the qnestioii whetlier 
white men sliall be free — whethei* the press shall be iree — 
whether the pulpit and the Church Bhall be free — whether the 
Word of God shall l)e tree — ^vhether the hnowledge and use 
of letters shall bo free — whether speech in the intei'coni*se of 
nei^'hboi's and in tlie conversation of fellow tra^'elers on the 
highways and thoroughfares sliall bo free — whetlier thonght 
itself shall be free. That is the question with which yon have 
to do, under your responsibility to God for yonr ]:)osterity and 
for your country. On that question, let every ireeman staml 
firm, faithful and fearless in tlie love of right, and in tlic 
confidence that God will do all thing's well. 
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Note A., pa(je "J 4. 

The disi!iG:Giiuoiisncss — for I can hardly call it loss — of the 
arguir.cnt adduced from the Hebrew law in vindicalioii of Aineri- 
caii slavery, is evident to any iiian who will take the trouble to re- 
meuiber that the same argument may be ui'ged, with precisely the 
same force, in vindication of the jMormon polygamy. The law 
which God gave to the Israelites by Moses did not prohibit 
polygamy, but recognized it as an existing institution, and regu- 
lated and sustained it. It did not peremptorily take avray the 
right of arbitrary divorce, which every hnsband had l)y ancient 
nsage; it only limited that right, and put it under resti-aint. So 
of other barbarous usages, particularly that of private and per- 
sonal vengeance for lion.iicide. 

Doubtless the argument from, the law of 1I\loscs is VLilid against 
tlioso who hold that slavery ouglit to be abolished wmiediately 
and without regard to consequences; but the question is whether 
it is valid as a defense of the negro slavery which Ave are concerned 
with as citizeus of the Lmted States. 

In the sermon ])y Key. 11. J. Van. Dyke of Drooklyu, jtnrport- 
ino; to discuss "the character and influence of Abolitionism," two 
passages are quoted from .i..eyiticus xxv, and are rej)rescnted as a 
portion of "that law which God ]>i'0]iuilgated amid the soh.Mnnitics 
of Sinai." The Confession of Faith of the Presbyterian Church 
(in which body mv. Van Dyke is a minister) distinguishes, care- 
fully and correctly, between! "the moral law," the "cerenujnial 
laws," and the "judicial laws" of thcMosaic system. (Coiifcssion 
of Faith, Chapter xix.) According to that authority, "the amoral 
Jaw doth forever bind ail to the obedience thereof," and is that 
"perfect rule of righteousness" which "was (/eltvered by God 
upon Afount Sinai in ten conmiaudments ;" the "cKui-LMOXfAL 
laws are now a1)rogated under the New Testament;" and the 
".lUDTCiAL laws," being those which were given to the ])eoi)Ie of 
Israel "as a body politic," "expired with the state of that people, 
not obliging any other, Jiow, furtliei' than the genei'al equity 
thereof may re([nire." Wliat, then, is My. Van Dyke thinking of, 
wlien he attem]>ts to bewilder the ufuids ol' his hearers and read- 
ers by inti"oducing quotations from the "judicial laws" — the 
political and civil code ])ecriliar to the Hebrew connnon v/ealth — in 
those distinctive terms of reverence which his own Clnn'ch, in 
conmion with all intelligent and houest theologians, r-;'plies cxclu- 
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slvcly to tlic imiinUahlc aiul universal law, the "pcrrect rule of 
rio-litcousncss," given in GolPs ''Ten Oomniandmenls?'" 

'"llcnieinhcring,' tlien, tliat .Mr. Van Dyke's quotations ;iro from 
.'i l)o(ly or" lawH under wiiich j'olygamy and concnbinagc^ were no 
crimes, and every linsband migliirdisniiss wife or concubine at bis 
own discretion—and under wliicli the nearest of kin to a man ^vlio 
bad l)een killed, even without malice aforethought, by another, 
was e\i»ecte(l to take imniediate and bloody vengeance without 
any judicial in(|uiry, unless the homicide should succeed in escaping 
to oiie of the six cities of reriige, and should remain there till the 
death of the higb priest— lei us sec Avhat his quotations arc ; 
whether lie sustains them fairly ; and whether, under bis own con- 
struction of tliem, they afford any justification or a).»ology for that 
slavery with which we liave to do. 

The first of the two quotations is in these words: 

"And if iliy brother that dwcllctli by t;]u;o be -waxen poor and be sold iir^^ 
ihcc; iliou shalt not, compel him to servo as a bond-servant; but as a ) .d 
servant (uiu a Hojourncr lie sliall be with tliee, and shall serve thee unto th ,ear 
of jubilee, and then sliall iic depart from thee, bot,h he and liis ehildr Avith 
hiili." Lev. XXV, lil), ^10. 

This is a provision ibrbidding any Israelite to be held Jicrwisc 
than as ii hired servant whose term of service was ir ao case to 
ext.end beyond tbo year of jubilee. It is a provis'jn, in other 
words, that no Israelite shall in any case hold his brother Israelite 
as a slave. Mr. Van Dyke, in making this quotation, does not 
mention that in ordinary-\;ases the ])eriod of service for an Israel- 
ite was fnnited to six years. Nor docs he suggest^ that tbis law 
recpiirino; all indentu.res to be canceled by the jubilee, is clearly 
addil-ional and supplemental to the otber law previously ordahied, 
which i>rovided tlnit the time for whicb an Israelite might be Jield 
, tosci-vice, wbeiher for theft or by bis own contract, should not 
exceed six years, nnless, at the end of that period, he should volun- 
tarily j)rofess, before tbo judges, his desire to continue in the scr- 
vice'of bis master, — in vvhicli case bis ear was to be ])icrced with 
an awl as a sign of his self-degradation, and he was to continue a^ 
servant to tbal master '■'{\y:(}\Q.v,''' i. c., not ibr anotlier term of 
seven years, but, indelinitely. (Kxodus xxi, 2-0.) The ctlect of the 
additional and supplementary i;iw was two-fold. First, In no case 
was tin..' Hebrew servant, described in the Ibrmer law, to be re- 
garded or treated as a slave, evei! for i term of years. Secondly, 
7vt the jubilee, every ] [ebrew servant, without excej)tion, was to 
iro free*. "Without "exception., I s;;y ; for the later statute is to 
"modify tlie earlier, and n('>t the ea.rlier the later. The word "for- 
ever,'' in the first law, is not used in the absolute sense, but oidy 
to indicate an indoiinite time r^s distinguished i'rom the deiinite 
term of seven years. Such a ''ibrever" was ol' course limited by 
the death of either ]>urty ; and when the law of the jul)ilee was 
o-iven, the " forever" received a. new limitation. The nature ol 
ihe jubilee itself conlirnis this view. That institution was do- 
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^^i_^•Iu;(l (;o 1)0 ;i pennaiienL ngrarinti law; or, if siicli a j)}irnso socm 
H!<b!ic!to!is, c;i!! law U) Hvrwvc ilic iiKiiioiiabiliiy oT honiostonus. 
Kvcry (illielli year, real cstnl.o was (o revert to the lieirs oi' its 
original |)n)])rietors after llic coiKjuest. (Leviticus xxv, 8, -v.s'.) li", 
then, the .Hebrew servant, whose ear had been bored as a si^-ii of 
his engagement to an indelinite time of service, was to return at 
the Jubilee (o the ance.sti-al homestead and "possession" of his 
family, is it hke.ly tliat he was e\-eludcd, as i\I.r. Van Dyke would 
Imve us Ix.'lieve, fi'om the benignant provision of the law which 
stiid, "Ye shall hallow tlie fiftietli year and |)roclaini liberty 
throughout the land to am. tlio inhabitants tlicroof?" 

Yet, Mr. Van Dyke says that, imdcr the law vvdiich lie quotes re- 
lating to tlie "(diihh-en of Israel wiio, by ]'eason of ])ovci-ty, were 
reduced to servitude," "it wavS their riglit to bo free at tiie year of 
ji jilee, unless they chose to remain in ])erpetual bon.dage, for 
which case provUioii in raade in, ot/tcr and distliict enacinic/its/'' 
Does lie read so carelessly as not to see tliat the provision made in 
those "()tlu3r and distinct enactments," (see Exodus xxi, 2-G), lias 
no rehition at all to tlie case of any servant discharged by the'jubi- 
lee, but only to the case of a sei'vant whose six years tcriu of 
service has expired, and who, liaving no ancesti-al "possession" to 
which lie may return as yet, and no Cacidty of earning his living 
in any oth.ei" way, chooses to slay with his master .for ;m indetinitx; 
tinieV 

The other (juotation made l>y 3Jr. Van Dyhe, from tlie same 
cliapter, is as follows : 

" Botli thy boiKiinoii imd thy boiidmnids whidi ilioii sluilt have f^hnl! l)o of l]ic 
li(!atlien tlmt r.re round ai.M-»ut, you. Of tlicni slmll yi\ hiiy boiuliiu'u and boiid- 
lunids. jMoreovcr, of the cliildrnn of strnnii-rn-s Ihijf (.lo .stJjuui-ii /uiioun' you—of 
them pliall yo biiy aiui of llieir families Ihat arc with you, Avhicli tlipy b'i>«;-eL iu 
your laud, aud thoy shall be your posse.^.sioii. And yo shall take theiu'li.s an 
iuhcrilance for your cli'ddren idler you, to iuherit thein as a pu.s.ses^^iou ; they 
shall bo your bondrncu foi-evci'." Lovit. xxv, -M-'lf'.. 

He introduces this quotation by saying, " Ihit not so with 
slaves of foreign birth. There was" no ' vein- of jid)ilee ])rovided 
for tliem. For ^vhat says tlie law?" Yet he i's careful not to 
tell_ Avhat the law of jubilee really says. '' Yi\ shall hallow the 
fiftieth year, and. jmioclai.m unKirrV Tiujocfnioi.T .\i.n -i-iiK l.xno 
r.NTO A\A. -i-iii.: ixiiAiuTAN'i's 'I'H KiHCc > T." {Vvw ]().) He is care- 
fiii not to let his hearers oi- readei-s know that men' as learned as 
he, and as honest,., and Avilh as ti'iK! a reverence for the Scriptures, 
do believe that the proclamation of iifierty to all the ijihabitants 
of the land, at the Jubilee, was for slaves 'of foreign bii-th as well 
as for the Hebrew sei'vant. Their reasons for their inlerj)i'elat ion 
of the law do no! cojivim-e my mind, but they are liojiosllv ol- 
fercd ; and when he intimates that tliei-e is no other construction 
of the passage than tnat which lu; gives, and that everybody who 
does not acceiu. his conclusion froin it, rejects the autlioi-itv of the 
.l>ible, 1 cannot admire his can.dor. 
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j\[r. Van Dyke's construct ion of llie ]")!"issage. depends pnrliy on 
tlie word Corcvor,'' and partly on tlic sii|>pressioii of certain 
d;iuses inunediateiy connected Avitli the distinction inade by 
.Moses between n.el)i'c\v and iieatlien servants. Tlie jnbilecdaw, 
which lie does not (juote, ix'qnired that lil)erty should be pro- 
chiinicd ihrou^'liout the land to ALL the inhabitants ihcreor; 
the passaL!;e whicli lie does quote ])erniitted servants wlio Avere 
not Israelites to be held as bondmen forever • and it is a. 
reasonable ([uestion whether to liniil tiie meaning of the "air 
by the "forever," or the meaning of tlie "forever" by the 
" all." But AL-. Van Dyke ignores this question entirely, as if he 
h.'id never read enough, nor heard enough, to l)e aware that there 
c:in be such if (]uestion. An.d beside this, his su])pression of the 
clauses which immediately precede and fallow the words (pioted, 
enables him to give out the representation that the chief or oidy 
difference between the Llebrew servant and (he servant of foreign 
birth, Avas in respect to the duration ol' the term of service. 
Perhaps it did not occur to him that the clauses Avhich he omit- 
ted, were of any particular signilicance. ]>ut read them, and see 
wiuit their bearing is. There is no better way of showing what I 
mean than ])y transcribing the whole passage, and distinguishing 
to the eye of the reader those portions o'v it which Mr. Van Dyke 
considered unimportant : 

" .Ami if l!iy brollicr that dNvel'.cth by Ihco waxcii poor and be sold imto llioe.. 
Iliou shall not. (.•ovnpi'l liim to SL't've as a bond-soi-vant. Bui as a hired servant, 
arnl as a sojourner, ho shall be with thee, aiul shall serve thee uni.o the year of 
jubilee. .And then shall ho de))art tVoni thee, both he and hi.s ehildren with 
liiin, (and shall return unto his own lauiily, and luito the posses.sion of liis 
lathers shall he reti.u'M. .For tlujy are my servants whieh \ broui;,-hi forth out of 
the land of IviA'ypt: they sliall not be sold as bondmen. Thoii shalt not rule 
over him Avitli i-ig-or, but. shalt, fear thy (Jod.] 'Hoth thy bondmen and thy 
bondmaids Nvhieh thou shalt have, shall bo of the heathen that are J'ound about 
you ; of them shall ye buy bondmen ami bonduiaids, INloreover of t.he ehildi'en 
of the strani;-ers that, do sojourn among you. of them shall ye buy, and of their 
faiuilies that, are with you whieh they begat in your land: and they shall b(i 
yom- liossession. And ye shall taktj them as an iidieritaiu;e for your ehildi-en 
after you to inherit them for a |)ossession ; They shall be your bondmen tor- 
ever: [but ov',>r your brethren, the ehildren of Israel, ye shall not nde over 
one aiiother with I'igor"]. 

Obviously, this is one law on one subject; and the main 
intent aiul meaning of it is, tliat no Israelite should ever, in any 
eircmnstauces, l>e held or treated as a liond-servant. The Iiolding 
of ibreigners as bondmen w.as not ])rohibited, inasmuch as the 
reason of the law^ (•■' ibr tliev are mv servants whom I bromdit 
forth out of the laud of Egy))t,") was not ajiplicable to them. 
Lideed, iill there began to be a Christian law of nations, — till 
slavery or death ceased to 1)0 the irievital)le doom of capti\es 
taken in war — an a.hsoluK! prohibition of slaverv by any leu'isla- 
tor, woidd have bciai inbmnan, not to say inijiossible. The 
question, therefore, whether the proclamation of liberty through- 
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out; the land, in tlie 3'ear of juliiloo. >vns litcnilly 'Mo a^l tlio in- 
iial>ltrtiits thcreur,'' Is not so easily disposod of as :>Ir. N'au l)yke 
seems to think, but must be determined by other eonsidorations 
tlian tlie force of the Avord forever," in this ])assage. 

Jjiit if we concede to ]\Ir. Van Dyke iris own construction of tlie 
passages (juoted by liini froiu the judicial laws" of Closes, the 
questions still remain, AVbat soi't of slavery do these ])assa<i'es 
justify y Aiul is that slavery l:he same with the jVmei'icau slavery 
which his sermon was intended to vindicate? 

I. The slavery which was tolerated in the ilebrew common- 
wealth, Avas the slavery of Avhite men. The Tsraelites were while 
men; and so were all "the heathen round about (hern," and 
the sti'ano'crs th;it soiourncd amouii' ihcJii." ^Vonld. it be 
right, then, for us to make sla\ cs of the Tiulians oji our own 
frontiers, and in Canada and Mexico, wherever a tribe can be 
found that is not yet Christiajiizcd ? They are not, imu^ed, Avhito 
men, like tlie Pheniciaus, aud the Philistines, and. the Syrians, 
but they are the only lieathen that are round al)Out us, unless Ave 
are bigoted enough, to say that Koman Catholics are Jieathen, — 
in which case, Mexicans and Canadian Frenchmen, might also be 
reckoued. among the heatheri that are round, about us. As for 
tlie strangers that sojourn among us, would it l>e i-ight foi- us to 
adopt that .Hebrew law into om- legislation, in regard to them ? 
Wq have Trislnneii, (.lermans, Poles, Jews, aiul strangei's of many 
othei' names and races, sojourning among us. Wh)' should we 
net a])ply, in their case, that ]lebrewla^^' which IMr. Van J)yke 
quotes so exult ingly to justify the enslaving of Africo-Americans ? 
" Of tfif/n shall yc buy, and of their families that ai'e with you, 
which tiiey beget in your land, and tin?!/ shall l)e you.i- ])Ossession, 
and ve shall take them as an inliei'itance for A'our childi-(Mi after 
von to inherit them as a i>ossessio]i : thev shall be vour bombncMi 
forever." iiishmen and (:iermans come bv thousands to soionrn 
among us. Why not tell them, in the name of denu)ci'acy, t hat 
if, in the hardships incident to the coiulitiou of strangei's in a, 
strange land, any of them be " waxen ])(>oi'," they shah be sold 
as "!)ondmen and l)oudmaids," aud we who jiurchase will 
" take them as an inhei-itani*(^ ft)r ou)' children after us," and. 
" they shall bi; on?" bondmen fru'ever ;" and that foi* all this thei'c 
is a warj-ant in the liible? 

Ibit under which of these two desci'!])! ions do the Africo- 
iVmericans comi.', whom it is projtoscd to introduce as sl;ives 
into our territories';' Thev ai'C "of the lieatluMi that, aix? 
round about us ;" IVn- they ])i-oless the sariu.i religion with <>u!'- 
selves ; and theii" heathen am-esloi-s in the jungles of Africa, 
ijistead of being " I'ound about us," Avcre se})ar.'ited from ns 
by more tha.n the breadth of the Atlantic (jcean. They are 
not "st!\'mgers that do sojourn among us;" for tliey lia\-e. bet.'U 
here these many gcuei'ations, their ancestors never came hither 



N» SMjoiirn, InuiUsuuds of (liciu are kiiulrtMi ii) l.dood to the 

i'vic.'.'. llnil ri>sI:JA it.'-> l.hoiiu 

The pnssng-e, tlicn, vvliirj^ Mr. Ynw !>ykc rjuotos so (rimvipfi- 
;int,ly IVoni the ^losiiir. codo, (iocs iml. st> lUr towai'ds \indi- 
catinti; the siaA'cry wUJi which wi.' lin\<.'. to d(.), as ii \vuuhl p:o 
toward vindic-al in.ij^ a slavery whirh all iikm!, save eerlain Soiitii- 
orii jjoliliciaus and " soeioh (ovists,'"* wouhl iiisiantly dein-uiieo as 
most, unjust :uul wiel<ed. 1 have ollen heard the s:uue (juota- 
tion made lor [lit; same juir|>ese l)y HU;n uiueh h.^ss iid.elligenl 
tliau he. 

Ii. There Avas a. jKirsonaldibcjrly haw iurorjiorat.ed into llie 
siave-code oi' t.jie. Ifel)rew commonwealth. Htj that stealcth 
:i \n:\n and sellet.h him, or if he l)e found in Jus hand, he shall 
sureiy 1)0 put to death." (Exodus ski, IG.) Did that lav/ 
mean tliat the wretch who hud stolen a unin and sold him, 
had conveyed to the purchaser a \alid title? If the man-stealcr 
was to ho j)Ut to death, was not th.c man stolen to <^o free? ilow^ 
many slaves in this eomitry are held by any title v/hieh does not, 
doj)end ultimately on the title conveyed by the African man- 
stealer to the slave-st.eaier ? Think what conce[)tion and estiniaio of 
value of !)ei'sonal liberty, and of every maifs i-ight lo own Inm- 
solf, is involved in that hiw. Is there a Slate of this Union in 
whieh the iittonpt to enslave a free ]>erson is j)imis]ied wit,h 
death ? .Does anybody {propose to iiK-orj)orate such a ])rovisioJi 
for the j)rotection of personal liberty into "a slave-code for tlie ter- 
ritories "? Would not such a. feature in a coinj^'omise be a most 
fascinating thing to tlic defenders and extenders of slavei-y ? 

in. Th(.> fugitive-shive law- in tlie jM.osaic code was a. very dilFer- 
ent thing from the fugitive-shive law in the irnited ^States. Ilead it. 
'•Thou shalt not deliver unto his master the servant which is es- 
caped from his master u]ito thee ; he shall dwell with thee, even 
among you, in that place which he shall choose, in one of thy gates 
where it liketh him best; thou shalt not oppress him." (Exoll.'xxii, 
1.(1.) We are told that this relates oidy to tlie fugitive from a foreign 
Jurisdiction. (iranted: — but what then"? This law prohibits 
forevei- any treaty with a. foreign power lor the nnitual extradi- 
tion of fugitives from slavery; and, ou the "state-rights" theory 
of our innon, it would forbid t hat compact in the Ft.'deral consti- 
tution, which provides fe-r the giving up of slaves wdio escape from 
the jurisdiction of one State into that of •m.:;ri!.v'r. This i;:.w, 
m.aking it imi)ossih!e for a. Dhilisfim^ oi- Moahite gentlemati to 
recover a slave who had esciijX'd into tlu> Hebrew leri'itory, could 
not but be followed by retaliatory la.ws on the }>art of alftlie sur- 
rounding governments. Under tins law, then, " theCiumda line" 
— the line l)eyond which no master c<udd legally }")U)'sue his fugi- 
tive slave — was no more than a day's journey distant from any por- 
tion of the hmd of Israel. Nor was this all. i>y the fugitive- 
slave law which i\b>ses ortlained in Israel, tlit.; great principle was 
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(•slabl'ishcd than slavery, wlicrevcr it exists, Is an iiistitntioii 
j)iir(;]y iiK;al, t!iO rreatrirc exclusively oi' rriLmlcipai law, and that 
wiiencvei' the slave passes beyond the jurisdictioii oi' the munici- 
])'d\ law tiiat eiisUivijs hlni, he is to be regarded and treated as a 
iVeeman ; the id(Mi(iea,l ])rinciple which is jiicorporatcd into the 
national lav/ of Cliristendom, and which wo are now rcqidrcd to 
repudiate in /livor of tlie priii(;i|)le tliat the property of the shivo- 
owner in his human cattle, is as much a matter of nniv-c-rsa] mor- 
ality, ajid as completely sanctioned by the law oi' natru'c and 
of' God, a^ thQ property oi' the New llhiglami I'arivior in hia 
oxen. 

IV- Slavery as tolerated in the Hebrew law, A.vas modified by 
its eonnection with a recognized and legal polygamy. Polygarnyv 
legal or illegal, is the inevitable concomitant of slavery as ar» in- 
stitution in society. All history demonstrates this. Everybody 
knows it. The Avoman tliat {'alls into th.c possession of a man and 
is under his control as an article of his property, v,dll be used by 
him as his wife or his concubine, if Ac .s'o cAoos^s. No law"" caii 
hinder it but by taking the woman out of his power. In a Chris- 
tian country, many a master may govern his passions by the Chris- 
tian rule of ch.'istity ; but eveu in a Chiistian country, if slavery is 
widely diffused, the passions of man's depraved nature will be, in 
countless instances, too strong to be conti'oiled by Christian prin- 
ciples or rules. I bring no railing accusation against the morals 
of our Southern States in, this respect. It is enough to say that 
under the existing system (which we arc required to establish 
in our territories) the chastity of jnore than a million and a lialf 
of women has no other protection than the mercy and the virtuous 
self rcstJ'aint of masters and overseers and masters' sons; and that 
let the condition of society there be, in this respect, as bad as it 
may, it can be no worse than what might reasonably be expected 
from tlic kno"\\^n impulses and tendencies of Inrnian nature. 1^'or 
this dreadful incident of slavery, which under the .A?nerican sys- 
tem is wholly ignored in law, the orient ;d slavery Isas a rude alle- 
viation, which jMoses, in the wisdom by which he was guided, in- 
troduced into his slave-code. If ;l master chose to use Ids bond- 
niaid as a concubine, she had n recogtfized ])lace in Ids harem, 
like ITagar in the tent of Abraluim, oi' like j>ilhah and Zilpah in 
the family of Jacob, and was entitled to tlte rights of a wife. The 
childi-en whom she bore to lier master, tliough they were " the 
children of the bondwoman,'' were ncveriheless free-born, Avith all 
(he rights of children. Wh.oever is curious to see the laAv on this 
topic may read it for himself (Dent, xxi, 1 0-1 1 ; Exod. xxi, 1-1 L) 
Mow unlike is this to tlic slavery which we are concerned with ! Is 
it no-, an impertinence, at the best, to quote tlie law of Mo.ses in vin- 
dication of a system under which the slave Avoman Avho shares her 
master's bed and becomes the mother of his children., acquires no 
riglits ; and even the children in wh.oso veins her blood in mingled 

3 



tlifil; of hv.r rna?;ter. arc horti to a life of hclplc-ss ])oi^dago. 
Does M.i\ Van Dyke tliink ilial tlie dotcstabic principle of Aiiieri- 
c;i?u^lnve .law, l\a'lns ;<e(iu.ll}tr ventr-.Dii.;'' is wi-iUeii in tho liiljle? 

V. The sktvcry which the judicial laws" of Moses left in o\i;--t- 
encc, was a slavery cont inually passing into freeduni ; while the 
Blavery whicli wcire o.vpected to justify by that example, consigns 
Uio enslaved, arid their posterity througli all gcJierntions, to hopc- 
loHS bondage. Our i\nierican slavery, in the .full matui'ity of 
Wi.ckedn.eKs to v.'hich it has at last attained, abhors the idea of 
iiberty lor the (-aptive. Tjndi'r the systCDi, as it now stands, no 
slave is oncouraged to loyalty and iidelity by the hope of achieving 
frcedorn. foi* himself or ibr his children. Its policy is that no 
niiister shall l.>e ])erniittcd, for any consideration of love or justice, 
to einanci'pate a slave, though tliat slave he his son or his brother, 
his si?4.ei" or his daughter, or the loved and laithful mother of his 
children, ilow diderent the slave code which was given to that 
rude and. lialf-barba.rous people in the desert? Under that system, 
there was no resti'aint on the em;mcipation of slaves l)y masters, 
and no r(>sti'a.in.t on the teaching of slaves. Not only was tiiore to 
bo once in fifty yeai's a jjrochnnation of "liberty throughout the 
land to all the inhabitants thereof;'' but continually servants were 
becoming .free — those of foi"ei£'-n birth as well as those that v>'^erc 
oi' the stock of Israel. The inevitable polygamy incident to 
Mlavoi'v, was made to increase the nundjer of free-born children, as 
well as of emancipated women. And, besides allthis, freedom, was 
in some cases awarded to the slave for injui'ies inilicted by his 
master. In some of our States, if .1. romemlK^r correctly, the 
humanity of the law goes to the extent of ]")roviding that the 
slave whose master is too cruel, shrdl have the beneiit of being sold to 
try his chance with some other ownei'. liy the .Hebrew lavf, on 
the other hand, ii" a servant liad been maimed by his master, r.ot 
only was the mastfu- ])unished by the loss of liis slave, but the 
slave was compensated by being made free, (lilxodus x:ci, 20, 27.) 
So far as the tendency tov\'ard freedom is concerned, the two sys- 
tems are wholly o]>posite to each other. 

Let me be nrnlei'stood. T do not deny a,t all that the svstem 
which Mioses tolerated and I'cgulated v/as slavery; nor that it con- 
tinued to be shn'cry after lie had hedged it about with restraints. 
What .r maintain is tha.t slavery, as regulated by Al.oses, was a 
very ditlerent thing from slavery as Ave arc concei'ued witli it in 
the controversies and duties of to-d:iy; so that even d we admit the 
perfect righteousness of the one, \vg cannot iider that the oth.er is 
not .infamously wicked. NVherevei- slavery exists and camiot be 
suddeidy and peacefully abolished, L am willing that legislative 
power sliould deal with it precisely on the principle on which 
Moses dealt with it — the |)rineiple of mitigation and improve- 
inent, tending to emancipation and to abolition. 

Mr. Van Dyke's argmnent may bo sutnmarily presented in the 
following series of propositions: 
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1. God, ip the civil and political institutions wliicli ho gave to 
Israel hy Moses, "s.'inctioned'' s.ia.veiy. 

.11. What Uod has ''.saiu^tioiKHr' c;uinot he sinful, 
in. Tliei'eCore slavery is not sinful. 

IV"^. ThereroiX' (;is the lioarers and readers of that sermon were 
expected to undei'stainl ;in.d lipl'dy the ai'u'ument) the system of 
slavery which the jteoiile of the United States nvo required to 
nalionahze and. extend, being ''sanctioned'' of God, is iu.)t sinful; 
and any man who objects to it, is a blasphemer. 

Jn this argiunent, as 1 have now sh.owji, there is a double fallacy. 

First, There is the juggle of quietly and adroitly conlbundiug 
tVv'o verv diU'erent thinu's. 

Secondly, There is the great and grave fault of ])retending that 
because the civil .'uid ]>olitical laws which. CUul ga\'e to .Israel by 
Moses, contain I'eguhitdons about slavery and do not jiercmptorily 
abolish it, therefore God ''\sanctions " slavei'y. Let any man who 
acknowledges the autJiority of Christ's sernu3n on the mount,, 
answer one cpiestion bcfo.r(i he permits himself to be imyiosed npon 
hy that ])i'etense. Did Moses, with the authority of an inspired 
legislator, sanction." as sinless, evei'ything which his code did 
not prohibit and puuisli as criminal? 



uYote />, par/e .10. 

The argument from the New Testament, in vindication of 
American slaveiy, is, if possible, more monstrous in its fallacy t;han. 
the ariTument fi'oni t he laws of Moses. Yet some mcji are |)uzzlod 
by it. ]\[r. Yan Dyke's statement of it; dilfers in no Avay from, the 
sl;atenients which have been often, made by southeim writers, and 
as often been refuted. Peril a] )S then I may be allowed to repeat 
in this ])lace what I wrote and ])ublislicd iiftcen years ago: 

" ][o\v ikesi (many nn o.nti -.-Uivcry reader will h-\ ready to iwk) do I tivoid llic 
conclusion Uint the lUblc WiU'rantri and sanclion.s slavery V How? — Si'iiply by 
the. all-siifReieni (M)nsi(M.M'filion that tlie .hiblo, uot ]nAn<y given to the world as a 
book of jiolilies, and n.oi uudertaldng- at all lo i-efurn! Ihc world by prcscribino; 
forms of g-overnmenl, or by rcclifyirig l.lioso ]iolitioal ajid invil rclaliona wliich eon- 
Biiiutc the sirneinro of soijiety, seeks only rceoneilo men to God, ilium inal.iii^ 
tlieni fi'oni on In^-b, and inspiring,' ilieni. c.mio !)y one wilb principles of I'ightcous- 
ness and love, and leaves the wliolc mailer of civil and social impi'ovcnicnt to 
the coni'^ion srnse of men thus cnlig-htened and renewed. Tiic Aict that the Bible 
does not contradict fhe vnli^ur astronomy of tho a2;es in which it was written, is 
iinjtotent if nr';;ed a;^'a^usi tiio dcuionrdriiiions of IScvton and Ijaplaco. Tiie fact 
that Jesus of Ka/arcfJi d-'afted no dect.t?-ation oi' iniiepondenco lor Judca, is im- 
viAnui nr- a.ii ;;r'>'unient ai-'ainst the solf-evidcnt truths of ll.ie American Itovolution. 
Tlio fact that Paul held no conventions, and uttered no protects, against the polit- 
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ical system, under which, in liis Jays, the world was gro:inHi<x, is impotent It) 
prove that the Hor.um empire was not a system of outr.'igo a^'ainst ris^ht, and itn 
history a histov}' of inexpiable robberies and si j'jvcn so the fact that 

Christ and his A])o.stles did nothin<; in the way of dcmiuciation or direct interfer- 
ence to abolish tlie rehition of master and slave, and to introduce the bcti-.M' sys- 
tem of free labor for waives in its stead, is equally ini])otent to prove that tin; 
enslaving' of millions of iunnan beings in these i.Jnited Slates, and theii' onversioi* 
by law into mere chattels, robbed — so far as the state Ciin rob them — of evei-y 
human right, is not an atrocity fouler than the wrongs of rharaoli aguinst Isi'ael, 
and v/orthy to be — as it is — the scorn and indignation of the world, 

"If it is the slaveholder who asks me how I avoid the conclusion tluit the 
Jiiblc warrants and sanctifies slavery, I, retiii-n the (|ucstion to him. 1 put the in- 
quiry to Governor ilamnioiul and liis associates in the task of vindicutlng 'the 
peculiar institutions' of the vSouth — Do you l)elicve that the J3ible warrants and 
sanctiouB the slavery wliich exists in South CiiroUna? Does your belief in the 
Christian religion require you to believe that the system, which constitutes one- 
half of your human population mere merciiandise — chattels — things inca])able of 
suffering any injustice — is right before God, ami ought to escape jdl censure from 
the moral sense of Christendom ? AV by ? This is the only answer — Slavery 
existed in tlie lloman empire ; the apostles admitted masters of slaves to com- 
munion in their churches ; therefore, slavery was riglit then ; tlierefore, slavery 
is right now, fight in principle and right in the details? Do you believe 
this, Mr. Hammond? Then you believe that the slavery Avhich the A])os- 
tles saw^ everywhere was right, for, in this jirgnment, your belief thj'.t 
the slavery which now exists at Charleston is rijrht, is onlv an inference 
from the righteousness of the slavery which existed eighteen hundred years 
ago at Antioch aiui at Home. You believe that Cliristianity gave its liivine 
authority to sanction a system by Avhich all captives in war were slaves in the 
hands of tlie captors, and were sold after a victory like sheep in the market; 
— a system, which enslaved not negroes only but men of every comi)lexion ; not 
savages oidy but men of the most civilized races — the Jew witli all the glory of 
his history and his hopes, the Greek with all the beauty of Apollo in his face and 
form, as well as the ])ainted Briton or the fair-haired Saxon ; not the degraded 
only, born and trained to drudgery, but the refined and cultivated, artists^ })oets. 
men of letters, as well as ' held hands ' and ' house servants.' You believe that if 
lSrai)oleon, when his armies were sweeping Europe, had brought back with him to 
l*aris from each vanquished country, myriads of miserable ca])tivcs to be sold as 
80 much plunder, and among those myri'ads high-born ladies i)rixcd for tlieir deli- 
cate and graceful licauty, TU)ble3 torn from their ancesti-al . halls to be footmen on 
the carriages, and cu])-bearers at the banquets of the victors, .artists from tlie 
academies and scholars from the universities, as well as mcclianics fi-om tlie towns 
and laborers from the iit?l(is — (hat slavery would li.ave had its warrant from the 
procepia of the g(>spel.* To bring the argument ncarv-r home — you believe that if. 
in the contingencies of another condiet with Great Britain, your State should 
fall for a time into the power of the enemy, and the prisoners, hurried to the 
ships from your cities and plantations, should be transported to London and sold 
there as you sell negroes, your wives and daughtei-s for seamstresses and cham- 
bermaids and children's nurses, your judges and senators for attoi'iieys' clerks, 
your merchants and bankers for book-keepers and household stewards, your men 
of literature and science for private tutors, and your sporting g(Mitfcmen for 
grooms and dog-whi.ppcrs — Christianity would warrant and Kanct-ion the sale, and 
woidd rivet the chains forever uj)on the limbs of all your chivalry. No ! you do 
7iOi believe that the gospel of the .Anointed One, win.) came to i^-reach glad tidings 
to the poor, deliverance to the captive, and the opening of the prison doors to 
them that are bound, is the warrant of negro slavery ; and you deceive none but 
yourselves when you say so," Slavcri/ Diftciissrd in. OcjanionaUf'ssai/s, j)p. ] 84-1 SO. 



" * This argument from the characlor of Roman slavery, and this particvilar illuslration, arc pre- 
sented with great force (if I renunnber ariglit what 1 road ten years ago) by Dr. Clianning. I would 
have used hla language rather than my own, inils little work on .slavery hud been, at the time of 
writluEf. withia my roach." 



NoUl- pa [Id 1 7. 

The text of Mr. Vnii Dvkc'S sermon is <>-oocI against men who 
hold tliiit Christ ianiiv eU'ee-ts ;m immediate dissohition oi* the rela- 
tion between a master and persons held to sei'viee nnder tlio laws 
of .'I State. l>iit when he undertakes to a)^|)Iy the denuneialion ol' 
that text to all those who liold that the system ol" slavery with 
wdiieh we have to do in this eountrv, is a. violation of the la.w of 
God, revealed alike in nature and the l)il)le, lu; " wrests the Serip- 
ture," :md if J. may retort upon him his own phrase, he blas- 
])hemes the Avord of (iod and his doetrinc," 

The text in (piestion is, 1 Tiiu. vi, 1-5 : 

" Let as many servants as aro undor liic yoke count ilioir own niasLors worlliy 
of all honor, UiaL the, Jiamo cA God and his docii'ino bo not bhishpenicd. And tlioy 
that have believing masters Icttlicni not despipe them, beearise Ihey arc brclliren": 
but ratlier do them service because they arc faithful and l)eloved, partakers of ilie 
benefit. These things teach and oxhorl. ]f any man teach otliei-wi.se and con- 
sent not to wiiolesonio Avords, even t])c words of our i^ord Jesus Christ, ami 
to the doctrine which is according to godliness. Ik; is proud, knowing notliing, 
but doting about questions and si.i-ifes of words whereof comet li envy, strife, 
railings, evil surmisings, ])erverso disi)utings of men of corrupt minds, and des- 
titute of the truth, supposing that gain is godliness: from such withdraw thv- 
self." 

The first sentence r(dates to Christiat) servants that v/ero "un- 
der the yoke ;" the second, to those in ]'>articula)' wlio had "be- 
lieving masters." AVonld IMr. Yan ])yke liavc us believe that 
tliere was no diffci-ence in the condition and relations of thos(^ 
who arc thus distinguished ? In the second sentence, the text as- 
sumes two very noticeable thino-s : JivH^ that the relation between 
the Christian servant and Ins (Christian master was essentially 
modified by their In-otherhood in the church, so tliat the service 
was to be rendered willinidy --^ihI in love ; and, Rccoudly^ that tlie 
believino' masters were, as it; is phrased in our ti'anslaticn, ^^par- 
takers of the beve/Uy li' the author of that sermon had studied 
his text, he would have found that tlic word tra.nslated "par- 
takers" is the same verb udiich is translated, in Luke i, 54, "he 
liatbAo//;(.w," jmd in Acts xx,n5, to. <;i/pport and that itis certain- 
ly very farfrom su<T^ixestin_t2: thethouadit which seemsto havebeen,at 
this place, in the mind oi' ]\ino- Janu?s's translatoi's, A'iz, that tlx; 
master was ]>artnei- with the servaid. in the ])em.dit oi* sahation by 
Christ. He would also hav(.' seen that the word translated " beri- 
efit," beino' the same which, in Acts iv, 9, is translated a, r/ood 
deed f/or/c'," and beinrr (dosely rela.ted to that whi(di is used when 
it is said of our Saviour, (Acts x, that he " w oui about doira/ 
f/ood,^' lias a meanini:,^ Avhich bis ^-i-eat authority, j\I.cKnight, seems 
not to have observed — a meaning- as far as ])Ossible from the 
conception of service I'cndei-ed by a bondman, 'i'he v:ord sio-ni- 
iies, not merely a " benefit," but rather a hc?/efaetio7u including 
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tiio heiicvdkiit, inolivc. LrL not tli(j ])ollcvin;.!; scrvanihs lliink 
li;j;'!i{,!y ol' ihcir beiiovini;' nh-.'.slers ljucaiiso tlioy and ihct!' masters 
arcs on llic siniie level of l.Tollierhood in tin; clmreli, but serve 
tlieiii ti)(( mdi-e because tbey u'lu) reeeive lhe b('ii('{"aeti<)n — tiie Tree 
r gift o\' tliat willii^i:!; fu'i'\ iee — are Ijelievers and iielov-eiL" 

Was tliere, tlu.'ii^ no dilierenee bet^\■■ee!l ''as jnany servants as 
were under tbe voke," and lbes(j vvdio li;id heli('\'in?; masters 
Call both e!asse.;> slaves il* yon will, ])ut was tlu^ relation oC a 
sla,ve (mder the yoke In a heathen master the sann.; tlnng v/ith, 
tiie relalidii of,' a Christian sla\'e to a niasier who had. also become 
a, (Christ i;n? ? Was (ho ^/n7(/:.s' oT a servant under tlic yoke," as 
(]efine<l by j jomnn law, the same Vi ith. that of a believing" sei'vant. 
who had a beliciN'ini.!,' master,'^ who was therefore "above a 
servant., a brollier beloved," (rbileni. .1(3,) and 'whose service w\as 
M i'viio and loving" '' Itenefaction "'j' \V'as it .Iwouuui hiw, oi" Christ's 
law, wiiieb defined the relation of brother to brother in the 
churcli. 



Nole X>,pa{/e 22. 

It is a. very comnion pretense, but one which, cannot be set up 
wi til out (Croat impudence, or groat; iV)i'o-etlulness, that, "the ;d)oli- 
tionisls," in tlie teclniical meaning of tdiat word, liave caused all 
the polUl(u(l agitmions ami controvei'sies about slavery. Tlurty 
yea,rs ago, a. handful of iigitators undertook opjiosition to slavery 
as theii" sj)cciality. 'L'heir obJ(>ct was the abolition of slavery in 
tJie sla.vehoh,.fnm' Slates. Their method was au'itat ion. in. the free 
Stafes. I'roni the beginning of their enterj)rise, I have Intd no 
fellowsliij) with them.. 'iMy beliol'is that the great body of clej'gy 
\u\(\ churclies in tiie Iree States concurred, and s!:ill concur, entire- 
ly in the opini(>n wliieh .Dr. Chamiing — himseU' an abolitionist in 
the larger and true sense of the word — expi'cssed in the ))assage 
quoted hy Mv. Yww Dyke, it is not from them thuit the great 
agitation of the last fe/sv ye:'.rs iues •.n-oceeded — unless we impute to 
them the anncKvatieui of "I'exas, and the war wi(b "Pdexico, "wldch 
that act. of annexation. iu\'olv(Hb So tar as the anti-slavery societies 
luul any inilnence in tlu^ .l.^resi.(]eHriul election of .184!-, it was 
t,urned to tlu.^. ad\anlage ot" the candidate jdedged to annexation, 
mnnely, 3[r. l.*olk. J 'i'obal>ly t he aimexation ot Texas woidd not 
have l)een eifecled, or would at lea.st iiave been post j'ioned till it 
could ha\ e been peacefully arranged with .Mexico, lia.d the A'otes of 
the "third parly," v-/hich were given to .LVnaiey, heen. given to Clay, 
in New ^'ork and scmie other .Stoles, in which that ''•third party" 
lia|)p(!ned. U) Imld. the 1)alance of pi;vcer. I>ut inasmuch as tliey 
meant not so, it would be unjust to make tJ.iem responsible ibr the 
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resiilr. Tcxiif^ ut war wil.b Mexico, ^v;ls ii){'r»rj)O!-;it0tl ip.lo Iho 
Union, \\ ;ir aiul hll. War was ca.iTUMi inhi .i\ri'xic(.) ; broad pro- 
viiU'CH \V(.'!'{' ('oriijiioi'cd ; and ihoii ;n'osii l lie ({Ui'slioii how tiioso 
tcri'il.'.)i-i('s sliould ))C _<a;ov(.!nu'il. Who is r<js))o!isihh' lor lhal iiues- 
lioji, and ('.)r :di iho fjucstioiis i\'iised by ihc persist imiI allcnipl, 
to iia.lionalize au .iasiilatioii m liich only a I'v.w vea.rs a^-o -A ns iiiiivor- 

V ft • ^ 

sally sjiokei! o!"as "•(.he ijeculiar iiisiilulion ol" ('^.-rlaiii Slates, liiid 
will) "\vhi<*!!, as \vv. were tlieii so ofU'Ji told, r.oljt.idy oul. of {h(>sc 
States had imy coiiceiai ? 

'I'liirti-eii years ai^'v), iiolax.ly in l,li(^ Xorlhei'n Slat(\> hrel ever 
alt.iaii])le(l to iin])nte l.e rat^ any eonneelioji a', it h ihe ahorKieiiisl.H 
who were altetnpt.iug to al)oiis]) slavery in the "iontluM-n States 
hv special orjvanizati'jns in this pari of the v'^'Unlrv. Ye! {hii'l.tM'n 
years ai.;"(), 1 wrote and juiljlished as Jolhevs: 

"Tlic \v;u' has ;ih"<':iuy i;i'C(;i)ii!'!itc(l upon lln'. cnniili-y a Missoui-i (jUi-slioii and 
iiioro tlKiii a Mis-'ouri (|U(^-1io!i, (hisciuuliiiii; iipdii (.hi- liold <it' pnlUics iikd an nva- 
lanclio of iii'o, and illunruiatiin,!; tlio rciiii)! pniiit of \i<ioi) with iis poi'liMiioiiH 
o'lare. What, biH.;oi;it! of all ()t,lior (jiii'sruuis uj)(.>ii wiru'li pai'lii^s ai-n now mar- 
shaled, when that one ((ucstion shall bt; I'oimd Hlaudiiiu' in I he way off; very j)ai'ly and 
ovei'y ])()liti(.;iiui, rts a iHKi.stioii not. to ovatltM) ? W'lial. will IxMHini'-.-. of all i;.\ist- 
ini;; parlies, wlioii Iho Union .shall l)c shaken with 1 he inrpiiry, no', whotluir l.ho 
Wihnol, proviso shall l.)e atlaehed to an a[)i>ropriation for the pnrchase of jicatJC ; 
nor wheliier a treaty for the ae(|uisition of territory slial! he ralii!(Mi wilhoiil, tiiat 
proviso appended ; but simply and directly whether liu- _<::;loi'ious old oi-dinaiseo of 
1787 shall be ineorporaied as finuiamental law in a<;ts foi- the orL;,-aui/ation of t.c;r- 
ril.orial ;;'0vcrnmeras between tlie upj)ei' Kio (.irandc; and the Tacitie. That ques- 
tion, be it renicnn])ercd. will not; bo a question of the abolition of slaver l.)ut, for 
the iirst time since our independence, a. question of llui delil)er;tt(! ai^wlif..;*!! of free- 
dom ].)y the soverei,ij;n leg'islaLioii of the Union, l-'or it cannot be fo,L';otti.'n that in 
all those reg'iojis tJiei'O is now no shive ; the fundamental l.aw lb,ere is the law of 
freedom. Tliat quest.ion, moreovei-, will not lie whitlher a. soil .and elimaiii that, 
repel the free and luardy laborin;i,- <>min-i'anl and invito the toil of n('Li:ro(\s for t.lic 
cultivation of eott.on and the cane, shrdl iKJ U'iven uj» to t he ])lant,ers of tli<! South, 
but it Avill be, whether a country ereaied foi* the abode of freemen, wljere tho 
winds sweep pui'e over rug-o-eil mountains, and wlierc tlu^ slopint.'; hill-sides ar<j 
made fo'r ilocks and tho valleys lor corn, shall liave slavery imjiostMl ujion it, by 
o?<'.r lc_o;islailon, as the nienu;rial of our conquest. The voices fi'oni t he .Vorlh atid 
from the West that will tluuuler the ansvNcr to that question, will be the utter 
ance of no ' lidrd [)ai'ty."' New J-Jni/lamkr, .'\pri.l, IS'17, p. ;>2e. 

Tito rpieslion vsdtieli the vr,u' with 31exico liad already jn-eeipita- 
Icd on the country in 1847, is llie ((tieslioji which has hronglil u.s 
to the crisis of this day. ]3oes anybody know v/hontadc the war 
witli jMexico, and i'or v/hat i)nr[)oses? 



